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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicants submission filed on 03/16/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment and Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with regard to claims 1-2, 4-5, and 1-10 have been fully 
considered, but are not considered persuasive because of the following reasons: 

Regarding claim 1, the Applicant argues (pages 6-7) that Rhee U.S. Patent No. 6,137,908 
teaches away form the claim invention of receiving "a subset of coordinate points". The 
Applicant further believes that (top of page 7) that "subset of coordinate points" avoids 
transmitting or storing the intermediate data points of each stroke so that the file size is kept 
small to reduce transmission cost. The Examiner respectfully disagrees with this reasoning. 
First, the claim language does not claim, "a subset of coordinate points avoids transmitting or 
storing the intermediate data points of each stroke so that the file is kept small to reduce 
transmission cost" for the Examiner fully consider as explained by the Applicant. If the 
Applicant would like the Examiner to narrow the interpretation in art rejection entirely as 
claimed in the specification, the Applicant is advised to consider applying 35 U.S.C. 1 12, sixth 
paragraph. Until then, the Examiner will reject the invention as claimed (emphasis added). 
Thus, Rhee teaches a subset of coordinate points (a limited amount of essential x-y data) (column 
5, lines 40-50). Also, when considering the amended claim 1, the specification does not provide 
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the support the amended language "in which the data comprise no more than a subset of 
coordinate points representing the handwriting motion". 

Referring to claim 13, the Applicant argues (bottom of page 7) Yamikita Reference does 
not describe and would not have made obvious storing handwriting information in a server and 
enable the user to control functions applied to the stored handwriting information after the 
handwriting information has been stored in the server. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Yamikita teaches a method of providing an interactive interface for mobile device such as mobile 
camera or fax to communicate with host device (where data stored) and able to use provided 
functions to interact with stored handwriting information (page 2, column 1, lines 27-50; page 3, 
column 3, lines 25-50). 

Thus, the rejections of all of the claims are maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-10, 12, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. Regarding independent claims .1 and 12, the original specification does not 
provide the support for the amended limitation "in which the data comprise no more than a 
subset of coordinate points representing the handwriting motion". Regarding claim 47, the 
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original specification does not disclose, "extracting a phone number form the handwritten 
information". The Applicant needs to clearly point the exact location (page and line number) for 
the support of the claimed language. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 42-43 are objected to because of the following informalities: the ending of the 
two claims by a comma Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claim 45 is objected to because of the following informalities: there is no ending for the 
claim, "or". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-2, 4-5, and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the combination of Yamakita, Tooru EP 0 865 192 and further in view of Rhee U.S. Patent No. 
6,137,908. 

Regarding claim 1, Yamakita teaches a method comprising: 
Receiving handwriting data (writing data on portable terminal) electronically from a remote 
user at a handwritten-information server (host device) (page 1, column 1), and 
Processing the handwriting data in accordance with instructions provided to the server by the 
user (page 1, column 2). However, Yamakita does not explicitly teach the receiving of 
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handwritten-information data by a subset or coordinate points, which represents handwriting 
motion captured electronically. Rhee further teaches a handwriting recognition method further 
comprises the method of receiving handwritten-information in a subset of coordinate points 
format representing handwriting motion captured electronically points (a limited amount of 
essential x-y data) (column 5, lines 40-50). Modifying Yamakita's method of processing 
handwriting according to would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to use vector (x, y 
coordinate) to capture motion of the handwriting and thus record handwriting information. This 
would improve processing and therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Yamakita according to Rhee. 

For claim 2, Yamakita further teaches the method which the handwriting data is 
generated using a handwriting device at the location of the remote user (portable terminal such 
as table for special pen/stylus) (page 1, column 1 and FIG. 2). 

Regarding claim 4, Yamakita discloses method including performing handwriting 
recognition at the site of the remote user (page 1, column 2, first 2 lines). 

For claim 5, Yamakita teaches the method including performing handwriting recognition 
at the handwritten-information server (character recognition at personal computer/host device) 
(column 1, lines 33-38). 

For claim 7,Yamakita teaches the method which the handwriting data includes 
information identifying a destination of the handwriting data (page 2, column 2, lines 30-39). 

Referring to claim 8, Yamakita further teaches the method which the processing of the 
handwriting data includes forwarding it to a destination (page 2, column 2, lines 30-39). 
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Also to claim 9, Yamakita teaches the method which the forwarding comprises sending 
the handwriting data in FAX format (page 8, column 13, lines 25-30). 

Regarding claim 10, Yamakita teaches the method which the forwarding comprises 
sending the handwriting data as an email attachment or in a body of an email (content of a 
email) (column 2, lines 40-50). 

9. Claims 3, 6, 12-13 and 38-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Yamakita, Tooru EP 0 865 192 and further in view of Rhee U.S. Patent 
No. 6,137,908 as applied to claim 3 above, and further in view of Lee U.S. Patent No. 5,347,477. 

Regarding claim 3, Yamakita teaches the method which the handwriting data is generated 
by a special pen (page 2, lines 45-47). Yamakita does not explicitly teach wherein the pen can 
be electronic wireless pen. Lee further teaches a method processes handwriting wherein 
handwriting data is generated by an electronic wireless pen (column 3, lines 24-25 and FIG. 5). 
Modifying Yamakita' s method of processing handwriting data according to Lee would able to 
provide a wireless pen in providing the wireless capability for the apparatus. This would 
improve processing and therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the 
art to modify Yamakita according to Lee. 

For claim 6, please refer back to claim 3 for the limitation wherein transmitting the 
handwritten information wirelessly to a communication device (the concept of wireless pen). In 
addition, Yamakita teaches the method of including the location of the remote user, forming an 
electronic file representing the handwritten information (column 1, lines 13- 17), and 
transmitting the electronically captured handwriting from the communication device to the 
handwritten-information server (page 1, column 1 and column 2). 
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For claim 12, please refer back to claims 3 and 6 for the teaching of wireless 
communication. In addition, Yamakita teaches the concept of storing (computer) (page 2, 
column 1, line 30). 

Referring to claim 13, please refer back to claims 3, 6 and 12 for the teaching of wireless 
communication. Furthermore, Yamakita teaches a method providing an interactive user 
interface on a screen of a mobile device to enable a user to control functions (commands) 
applied (page 7, column 11, lines 39-47) to the stored handwriting information (simple 
interface) (page 2, column 2, lines 40-45). 

Regarding claim 38, Yamakita teaches the method in which providing the interactive user 
interface includes receiving input through one or more of a screen on the mobile device, a web 
browser, speech recognition, or touch-tone sequences (a fax has touch-tone sequences) (page 3, 
column 3, line 41). 

For claim 39, Yamakita teaches the method in which receiving input includes receiving 
additional handwriting information (special pen provides additional handwriting information) 
(page 2, column 2, lines 45-55) 

Referring to claim 40, Yamakita teaches the method in which storing includes converting 
the handwriting information to a character format (page 2, column 2, lines 35-38). 

As to claim 41, Yamakita teaches the method in which the functions include retrieving 
the handwritten information (page 3, column 3, lines 3-7). 

For claim 42, Yamakita teaches the method in which the functions include forwarding the 
handwritten information to another user (send by email) (page 3, column 3, line 41). 



Application/Control Number: 09/832,340 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2624 

Referring to claim 43, Yamakita teaches the method in which the functions include 
making the handwritten information available on the Internet (page 4, column 6, lines 25-30). 

For claim 44, Yamakita teaches the method in which the functions include perform 
computations on the handwritten information (handwritten image analysis) (page 8, column 13, 
lines 45-50). 

Regarding claim 45, Yamakita teaches the method in which the functions include 
interpreting the handwritten information into computer-usable information (converting the 
handwriting information to a character format to be understood by computer) (page 2, column 
2, lines 35-38). 

For claim 46, Yamakita teaches the method in which interpreting the handwritten 
information includes extracting an address from the handwritten information (column 3, lines 
33-38 and column 6, lines 55-58). 

Regarding claim 47, Yamakita teaches the method in which interpreting the handwritten 
information extracting a phone number from the handwritten information (Yamakita provides 
the ability to extract image data; thus will be able to extract phone number if there is phone 
number contained in the image data) (column 6, lines 20-23). 

For claim 48, Yamakita teaches the method in which interpreting the handwritten 
information includes extracting a task from the handwritten information (column 3, lines 33-38 
and column 6, lines 55-58). 
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Contact Information 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian Q. Le whose telephone number is 571-272-7424. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 A.M - 5:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jingge Wu can be reached on 571-272-7429. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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